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REMARKS 

In the apphcstiot) claims 1, 4, 5, 10, 11, 13-21. 42. and 43 remain pendmg. Claims 2, 
3. 1 2, and 22-41 have been canceled without prejudbe. Claim 1 has been smexjcled to 
^cucc. a typjtrraphicai .!•!'->■■ thereby place the claims m better fomi for appeal The entry 
of this amenci-.nent into the sec-.i^ls is fespeclfuily requested 

The pending clamss currently stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. ^ 103 as being rendered 
ob'vi- ii^rimarly bv DeMaggio (U-S. Patent No. 7,292,«J8<)) in view of Applicant's Admitted 
Prior Art fAAPA"). 

The r^ohsideration of this rejeGtion is respectfelly requested. 

in the rejeetion of the clainis. it was acknowledged thai; DeMaggio does not divsclose, 
leach cf svIm^'jc--* "mic rs mcic sJ'f-^cp k e o'o:">-c*: O'"? ih^e^^ 'itrvsnL aj^ cjatcd nnvntory 
ccntrol systesr x^iierc tiie msentct-y contiol sv^tem Iog>c^tJ> check? v>tl e.5clL good la an order 
for goods when the order for goods is deposited into the one or more self-semce drop-off 
containers sgainst a list of goodb> as indicated by a committed man'fes: 

While tt was asserted that this claim element is disclosed m AAPA, it is resjpecifu-:> 
submitted that the "Backgrband" section of the subject application does not disclose or 
descnbe one or more self-sen ice drop-off containers iia\ing an associated inventon'^coniTol 
,'5>sicni vhe?" the -nNcr^t. .y cr-s-tro^ ^Ysten? legii^aiiy checks off each i^ood ri ni oroor i\\ 
goodts -v^her. ir.e orces ioi guodi is deposited miu ilie one or njore self bcr\'ce diop-orT 
containers aganist a Ust of goods as mdicated by a committed manifest. Rather, the 
■"BackgfOOEid" section of ihe subject appl cation merely dcscx she a - ^ndma i^^ .chiiu \\ Oi<.h 
pTo\^i"^ iiK^ -n.ui d cr\ei regarding goods dispensed from tlii, \ erd'iig maoiimc (Si'e, 
f g J'ara. ot the subiect application). 

Tim>i. because n reference of : ec. id <h'?ciose3 at lea^t this claimed elexnetU, it is 
rt\st)ectfulty submiued tL t the rc;(.ctio oftl c claim'? under 35 U S C 103 must be 
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C on«iTaen!jg now DeMa^gjo, D^M^ggio discloses i <.\stem h fund ot mticK to 
I pdatt the acUial K dUon ot an item &i> it moves ihrougli a is^gi«t c ne*\\ ork 'n thi roea J, 
ds an Item IS rc(.e\ed at \anoxss points Within the logjstio nefvi'ork, uc. r icossaock, a 
dvnamic siiippi g label asscKia'ed with the tern ss cdtsned 'siomiauon is ga head mC ixk. 
mtormation returned to a logi ticb tation li e log -.tic tatso thefi u'5ev ^^e mfo'-^at 

)% L ? s \ I ii " ^Uhe uei 1 for delivers-' to the ult tm^ rccipitnt, {So. eg, 
C I c 46 C (' mc 2S) 

Willie the: hxsmmer has asserted that the use ot -*a checklist" as disdosed m 
DeMa^gio 'vtould mdtcdtc the ability to ven*)- ' (OA, pg 4) it espo-tfuliy i bmittai lh<»t 
D^MaggiooHi X f b '^is^o'."^ \ ii kh^t n\- f e-^ i package hat Loes 

mlo and <. ut ot' s ..(l.*^ Waat nutv.xp?wss! dj^i,>osed sn De\ho^tO h wcvej is u -^gt. 
cbeckhst 0 k ^n.alb/ cl eck off eat h good n a recen<jd order to gt ods agamst a of t rde-s 
fo- L,^,od, at [c-'s jr>\<.*n o-v t. octroi j.vs»tcffi a !>oc ateU \ f mj. 

Si, -i a <.''i\d h\ A comtmit&d mm test fodetermue ■ivhi.t'U' ar g) (h hf u c<. \e(! 
(ft'er for goods at e etth a n tcxptc ulortm mk 4ccordmgh , becau&c DeMagg n does 
no* expresi,I> oi uil^crentlv d st lo e teach, or i.ugge$t tliij, claimed ^-lement, it is respos-t'uily 

! saauto 1 i> u jutuh ub^nnea that i s aitio <: a pi Lite ^ 

ni pinj; hte as d soio ed m Col 6 hnes 16-2S of DeMagg o is ho| the amc as the c'auiied 
■^spfvt oi gene aL ig a ascrdi ^ iKt*K<i iti t isv ^ > il s t i\ 
IS detC'trintd is o n e ^ xipa-'^s.cn of « / t-c t xtd ordct or ^oods \ f Ji ist a h li* \^ 
et tort ^ wit ^ n a leceived, c ^mm ted n an fest tliat too few cxpeciec or unexpeeted good 
arc irt viC ed wit! m the ,ici.\ed order ^vr ^^^ods in Ihi ^^-gaid st w 11 be appicci. ted thai a 
kte n. nri pallet e a nis ing paPu a et or<h m the rejee \>n of the ui-'v O^t pg 
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4). caiwit iit; compared against .i aiannesi because the iatc mmimg paUei, by di imuion, Ikj.s 
yet t o be receive d at a stop. Thus, to the extent the Exsniiner continues to rely upon thjs 
disclosure within DeMaggio to sxipport (he conciusion of obviQusnes.s. v.]anf'C'iti<'n is 
re^pectfiiilv revjuoMeti hs io h-.'W a lafc msiiiiag pallet, e.g., a "missiag pallet" which has yel to 
be received a: a .-ttop, iS to be compared against a manifest in keeping with the inveation that 
is claimed, paiticulariy when the claims axe considered in their entirety. 

It is> respeottiilly submitted that the application is in good and proper lomi lor 
allowance. Such action on the part of the Examiner is respectluliy requested. . 
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